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Office Memorandum . united 


STATES GOVERNMENT 


date: 6 January 1950 


TO : Mr, L, R» Houston 
FROM : Legal Staff 

SUBJECT: Draft of Administrative Instruction Re Classified Contracts. 

OGC HAS REVIEWED. 

1. Hie following comments are furnished in accord with the 
request of Management Officer’s memorandum dated 22 December 1949, ask- 
ing for an answer by 10 January 1960. 

2. We are not altogether certain that the appropriate Assistant 
Director or Staff Chief would necessarily have the names of all prospee- 
m e c °f ractor ? compliance with the requirement of paragraph 2. a! 

' l ' res P ectlre contractors would probably be more readily ac- 
cessible to operational sections such as Communications, but would 

not necessaniy be known by other divisions of the Agency requiring 
classified procurement. The requirement contained in paragraph 2.e. 
seems unnecessarily restrictive insofar as there is no condition of 
ime interval or change of employees. Query? Hhy should a new 

^l****™ be obtained for the same personnel immediately 
entering into a new contract simply because the previous contract 
has been terminated? In paragraph 4, line S, the word "name" is 

apparently a typographical error. The sentence, as written, does 
not make sense. * 

iS n ? pr ° Tision for requiring clearance of all con- 

bLTnnL P r° me . P t0 the execwtion of the contract or the 

°P eratlGn « uader it. This nuy have been considered and 
decided unnecessary. If clearance is considered a necessary condi! 

recard^the 0 ^’^-! 6160 be applied to subcontracts. In their 

cSc 'stSeme^^arS 1 ^ InS f Uction should P^bably contain a spe- 
ciiic statement that the procedure applies to subcontractors « a WB n 

^ SpSlT' <ath0 “ gh thS the provisions is certain- 


STATINTL 




Approved For Release 200 


\ 


00384R0007000601 1 8-1 



